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SUE SCHULER:    Okay, Rick. 

 

RICK WILHELM:  Very good. Thanks, Sue. Good morning, good afternoon, and 

good evening everyone and welcome to today’s meeting of the 

RDAP Working Group. I’m Rick Wilhelm from Verisign, your host 

for today. And thanks, everybody, for joining. We have a pretty 

good crowd today. I’ve gotten regrets from Sarah and Cathrin, and 

maybe a few others that might not be able to make it due to some 

other conflicts but did get regrets from Sarah and Cathrin. 

 So, we sent out our regular meeting content. We took last week 

off, so sent out the regular meeting content for folks to read. 

That’s got our regular agenda in it. Anybody want to … We’ll do a 

quick item for those who want to do any agenda bashing. We will 

have any other business come up at the end for anybody if 

anyone has any walk-on topics. So, looking for hands for agenda 

bashing.  

 Failing that, we’ll go right into implementation status. So, it’s been 

actually no change in the registries’ URL file. The file did not get 

updated since 1/23. There’s been no movement at IANA from any 

updates—any URL updates at IANA. So, still at 826. The 

registrars file has gotten some updates now at 2264, up from 2257 

where the file hasn’t been updated from February 6th. But it has 

move a little bit it looks like, by my math about seven since the last 

update. So, up to 2264. Anybody have any questions or 

comments about URL updates?  
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 Very good. Seeing none, we had our item that we’ve been 

carrying around in old business around registrar RDAP source 

URS complexity. This is an item that Jothan had brought up a 

while back. We had been talking about situations where registrars 

had multiple RDAP URLs that they might need to be using and 

redirects being a probable solution to that. Jothan was going to be 

doing some research in and around registrars to see if they had 

any situations where redirects would not work and he was going to 

look for those.  

 I haven’t seen any traffic out on the list and I don’t at this point see 

Jothan on the call, so I’m going to assume that that means that he 

doesn’t have any update to present here on this topic. Anybody 

have anything that they’d like to add on this one? 

 We will keep it out and open, unless/until we bring this one back to 

a close. But I’m guessing that this is going to hold for right now. 

Anybody have any topics on this one? Very good. Okay. 

 We’ll go into our next item of business here, our meeting planning. 

We do have some time set at ICANN 67. We’re set on Sunday. 

Our time is at 10:30 in the morning, I believe. Is that correct, Sue? 

 

SUE SCHULER:  Yes. That is correct. 

 

RICK WILHELM:  It is. Very good. Sunday at 10:30 local time there in Cancun. So, if 

anybody is not able to make it to ICANN 67, that is a pretty good 

time to be able to dial in, participate time wise from Europe. If 
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you’re coming in from Australia, it is still a pretty tough time zone I 

think, but from Europe it is still pretty good for attendance, so 

hopefully those that aren’t able to make it face-to-face would still 

be able to connect. We will be planning on remote attendance. 

There was connection information that went out and we’ll be sure 

to get that out on the email again so that people can attend 

remotely.  

 We are also planning a session at GDD Summit. Just a quick item 

here. Given our cadence and our workload, I’m going to propose 

that again we skip our meeting next week and then meet February 

27th one more time before ICANN 67. We had already planned to 

skip the meeting on March 5th. That would be the last one before 

ICANN. We had already planned there.  

So, I’m going to propose that we skip next week, February 20th, 

and we meet on February 27th. Anyone have any objectives to that 

plan? Or if you like it, please go ahead and give a checkbox—a 

yes—in the thing. Hollenbeck and Baseri are in favor. Dietmar 

likes it. And I’m not seeing … Mark SV is agreement. So, that 

looks good. Okay. So, Sue, I’ll take that as consensus. So, Sue, 

we can go ahead and make that schedule change. We’ll cancel 

next week and then we’ll meet one more time prior to ICANN. 

Obviously, we’ll keep things going on the mailing list in between 

then. Very good. Thanks for that. 

Okay. One thing that is a little bit of new business that I did want 

to get to. There was an email thread that we had out that was on 

the list. Quoc sent out a note that I summarized here with what 

you can read. Sarah had a quick response, and then Quoc a little 

bit further response.  I’m characterizing this as my term—user 



RySG RDAP WG-Feb13                                                   EN 

 

Page 4 of 10 

 

journeys. Quoc talked a little bit about how they’re doing it over at 

Neustar. We thought that I might bring this up for some 

discussion, open the floor to see if anybody wanted to make any 

comments about this.  So, just kind of opening up here to see if 

anybody had anything that they wanted to bring up in and around 

Quoc’s thread. So, just opening up for discussion. Anybody can 

come to the mic on this one.  

All right, not seeing any at the moment. Very good. I’m guessing 

that this one will get some airtime as we get over into our 

discussion at Cancun. This might be a good topic for some face-

to-face stuff. Very good.  

Okay. I guess that means we are headed straight to the 

microwave. So, let’s head over to the EPDP IRT. Anybody here 

from the IRT that is able to comment on the IRT? Mark SV, please 

go ahead. 

 

MARK SVANCAREK:   I volunteer Alex.   

 

ALEX DEACON:   Can you guys hear me? 

 

RICK WILHELM:    Yes, I can. Thank you, Alex.  
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ALEX DEACON: The IRT continues to plod along. I think there’s still a lot of work to 

be done and the focus of the team recently has been kind of to 

bubble to the surface the issues where there’s not agreement or 

disagreement how the policy should be translated to 

implementational language.  

 So, without going into detail, my impression is that there’s still a lot 

of work to be done. Dennis is preparing a slide deck for a webinar 

that will happen in a few weeks prior to the [inaudible] that will give 

people enough data on what we’ve done, where we are, and 

what’s coming up next in terms of schedule.  

 So, I think in terms of impact to the RDAP Working Group, I don’t 

think there’s any yet, but when we get closer to a final draft of the 

repot, then I think it makes sense for us to take stock of what we 

may need to focus on here on the screen.  

 With [inaudible], my two cents are [inaudible]. Mark, I don’t know if 

you want to add anything. Thanks.  

 

MARK SVANCAREK:  No, that’s good. 

 

RICK WILHELM:  Very good. All right. Thank you very much, Alex. So, still in a 

holding pattern. Then any update on EPDP Phase 2? Mark SV, 

please.  

 



RySG RDAP WG-Feb13                                                   EN 

 

Page 6 of 10 

 

MARK SVANCAREK:  EPDP Phase 2, drum roll, has released our report on Saturday. 

Yes, I hear the applause. It’s amazing. It’s deafening. Yep. 

 So yeah, we released our report. There’s a lot going on in there. 

Please, everybody read it. We are in the public comment period 

now. For me, personally, I think the thing that you should all look 

at is something that I worked on which is the SLAs.  

 So, we are trying something new and innovative in the SLA 

section. I’ve noticed that a bunch of people really had trouble 

getting their heads around it because it’s a different sort of thing 

than what you’d see for, say, RDAP because it’s non-

deterministic. You don’t know how long it will take for any given 

request to be processed. Some will be trivial and could be 

automated. Some will be non-trivial and might take days.  

 So, we’re looking at run rates, mean-time responses, and trying to 

figure out how do you add accountability in a system with that 

much variability? So take a look at the SLA sections and give 

feedback on that. Please be support of it.  

But all of my soap boxing for my feature aside, there is a lot going 

on in there. Take a look at it. We’re talking about a frontend 

gateway, a clearing house for requests. This is something that I 

think we should build regardless of all the other policy, so give 

good feedback on how to make that work. Think about how that 

will fit in within our RDAP system. Then there’s all sorts of other 

stuff about authorizers, data controllers, things like that—things 

that are more complicated and have more to do with the data 

protection laws. Those may be of interest. They may not be of as 
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much interest to the technical crowd. But congratulations to us. 

Hooray! 

 

RICK WILHELM:  Okay. Very good. That is a big accomplishment and, yeah, the 

public comment period is open, so definitely go out there. That’s 

good. Anything else on Phase 2? Anybody have any questions 

about Phase 2? Seeing none. Very good. Okay.  

 IETF REGEXT. I did see that Jim Galvin sent his regrets. He 

typically does the update on REGEXT. From my recollection of 

watching the REGEXT list, there have been a couple of new drafts 

received that were published. I think that Mario Loffredo published 

a couple of new ones.  

 I don’t recall of anything major. Anybody else recall anything? 

Scott, you want to go ahead? 

 

SCOTT HOLLENBECK: Sure. The drafts that Rick is describing from Mario are around 

some extended features for managing things like searching and 

dealing with large results that are probably worth looking at. But 

it’s not something that I think any of us are implementing right now 

and I don’t know that it's anything we’ll have to implement in the 

near future.  

 One of the things that we all should be looking at, though, is a 

draft that I published a few weeks ago. It’s an update to RFC 7482 

that includes text corrections for the captured errata and 

clarification requests that have been brought to my attention.  
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 So, we have an opportunity to deal with those in a context of 

moving the RFC from proposed standard status to Internet 

standard status. If that’s the goal, we can take on those 

clarifications but we cannot make protocol changes. Any protocol 

or functional changes mean re-spinning the RFC at proposed 

standards status. And since I’m not aware of anyone who said 

anything about there being any specification and functional 

deficiencies, that’s the approach I’m taking for now.  

 And probably some time next week I should get the first version of 

7483 [inaudible] out there. That’s the response draft. Again, we 

have some noted errata and some requested clarifications that are 

queued up.  

Again, I would just ask, folks, if you want to take a peek at that 

stuff, weigh in if you see any issues with the suggested changes 

or if you are aware of anything that you think needs to be clarified, 

those would be good inputs to the process. Thank you.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  All right. Very good, Scott. Thank you very much. Anybody have 

any questions there?  That will be good to see those things 

advance to the next stage in the Internet standards process. 

Sounds good? Okay.  

 Let’s see. Next one is update on the [RA] amendment. No 

substantive updates. The Contracted Party House has been 

continuing to work on progress and with discussions with ICANN. 

Group met internally on Tuesday, so progress is positive there. 

Nothing substantive to report at present. The group is still working 
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on topics like WHOIS sunset and that. But nothing meaningful at 

this point to report. So, no real updates there. Any questions on 

that one? Very good. 

 I do see that Karla is here. Karla, any feedback or update from 

ICANN on the topics there related to the NSp or any updates with 

compliance or anything like that? Timing of changes to the NSp 

regarding the validation? 

 

KARLA HAKANSSON:  No, not at this time. 

 

RICK WILHELM:  No news, no updates. 

 

KARLA HAKANSSON:  On either.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  No problem. Very good. Thank you. Moving on to AOB, any other 

business. One of our favorite acronyms. Anybody have any new 

topics that they’d like to raise for us?  

 All right. Not seeing anything. We are going to be lighting fast, 

almost [inaudible] in our speed today.  

 So, I think that’s about all we have, so thanks everybody for your 

participation. We are really pretty quiet right now, as we’ve been 

mentioning and a lot of this, of course, going to heat up after we 
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get to the next stage in the IRT. Then we’ll be having some more 

work to do. 

 So, we’re going to give everybody some time back today and we 

will next be meeting on the 27th. Sue will be sending out the … I’ll 

send out a quick note to the list saying that we agreed to cancel 

our meeting on the 20th just so everybody has clarity on that. Then 

we will next meet on the 27th. So, hopefully, everybody can join us 

then and we will go ahead and adjourn for the day. Sue, you can 

go ahead and take us on out.  

 

SUE SCHULER:  Great. Thanks, Rick. Okay, Michelle, we can stop the recording.  
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